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Imost- two yeags have pass'ed ) compliance.with-orders a g j  permits: believes that a modified sch'edule-for 
since the Interagency Agreement The IAG. specifies .,c!eliveiy of-majorl -the IAG would-ref!ect more-current 
(IAG) was signed among EPA, rep project 'mqnagement;activities, assumptions regarding the environ- ~ 

CDH, and DOE. The IAG establishes. I a tlines ' menta!-restoration work yet to be under- 
a-procedural frameworq and schedule' 2 cision: ; taken at RCP. Consequently, DOE' >. 

/3, - thrQugh which response actions are I has askeiY EPA and CD-H to consider 
. - - developedp and changing the IAG schedule., After 

7 -  - tored in,accordance with CERCLA, ~ 

n Jan-' ' DOE' has'provic$ed ,explanatio,ns, for I 
- RC-RA, 'and the Colorado ,Hazardous ptions ' - w h y 3  coQsiders schedule, changes 

- ' % Waste Act. It ciarifies the roles-of-EPA; timing '-\/ necessary: EPA'and -CDH will evalu;. 

' % efforts'and corrective$a s; s t a p  OUs'at RFP. Based on progress to 

i ~ 

CDH, and DOE; coordinates&ersight h$16' ate the proposal. - , r m  

c -  dardizes requirements; nsures ' .d$e asd-up ' ,  - -date data, (DOE : . - 
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